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¢ proposed for the business, the goods seized
being of them ; that the defendant isstill carry-
ng on for the firm of Lewis & Co. ; that the
B00ds geized were purchased for the business
by the intervening parties ; that the plaintiffs’
debt claim was incurred long previous to the
greement, and was unconnected with the. bu-
silfess carried on under the name of J. H.
ilking & Co., &c.
The intervention is contested by Greene,
wlf" says that the defendant was the real J. H.
lking & Co.,, for his own benefit; that the
:g’eement if made when and as alleged (which
§ denied), was a fraud against plaintiff; that
© goods possessed by defendant, and those
%ized among them, were and are the defen-
dam,»s’ really sold to him by the intervening
bo Y ; that some of the goods seized were
Ught by defendant himself in Great Britain,
%0d entereq by defendant alone at the Customs;
" t others of the goods were sold to defendant
8 profit by the intervening parties, who
th with the possession of them to Wilkins;
v:t J. H. Wilkins & Co.’s partnership was ne-
h: Tegistered; that the intervening parties
Ve allowed Wilkins to get credit by appear-
cha, to be possessed of large stocks of goods and
tteIB) &c.
‘hin;,y the enquéte before me, a strange state of
» 88 iz shown to have existed ; & strange firm
8 that of J. H. Wilkins & Co.; an unusual
feement was that private one of June. Sous
Privé writings are suspicious; third per-
w?s Particularly are allowed to suspect them
himlkins had, under Lewis’ arrangements with
he 1 8reat facilities for ¢ taking inf’ people, had
USed them, which, luckily, he did not. He
The li::f: appearance, though worth nothil.xg.
rests of commerce and of commercial
ht dealing men are not advanced by such
et agreements as this one of June. But the
TVening parties have actually proved all, it
Y }fe said, of their allegations, and so may
8il against the contestant; for he has not
wilx;‘_chea‘fed, has not given goods or credit to
hag 108 gince that agreement referred to, and
10t been damnified by it. His judgment
0 obtained since it,and for causes which
Com-:d long before. Upon the whole, the
ain Maintaing the intervention and grants
levés of the seizure to Lewis & Co., not-
Mﬂs the contestation, which is dis-

missed, but without costs, a3 the plaintiff had
right to the amplest information.

Ramasay, for plaintiff.

Abbott, Tait, Wotherspoon & Abbott, for inter-
vening parties.

SUPERIOR COURT.
MoxnTREAL, May 14, 1881.
Before ToRRANCE, J.

DuqueTTE V. PATTENAUDE ef al.
Bail under C. C. P. 828—Liabilsty of surelies.

Sureties under C. C. P. 828, are liable absolutely,
without an order previously obtained requiring
the defendant to surrender himself into the
hands of the Sheriff.

This was an action on a bail bond given
under C.C. P. 828, in an action in a case of
Meloche v. Pattenaude, in which judgment was
rendered on the 26th May, 1880. In the present
action the sureties were sued on the bond.

They pleaded to the action: lo That the
plaintiff was without interest in the case and
was insolvent; 20 The general issue; 30 That
if the sureties were liable, they were only liable
as they would have been under C.C.P. 824,825;
that Dame Rose Delima Meloche has not
yet obtained any order of the Court, requiring
Olivier Pattenaude to deliver himself into the
hands of the Sheriff; that such order has
never been served upon Olivier Pattenaude or
upon defendants; that said Olivier Patte-
paude, during the pendency of the suit of
Meloche v. Pattenaude, made & cession of his
property under C. C. P. 763 and 766, and until
this cession had been set aside by a judgment
of the Court, the defendants could not, under
C. C. P. 176, be liable as such sureties; that
this action was therefore premature.

The Court overruled the pleas of the defen-
dants, holding that they were liable under
C. C. P. 828, absolutely.

Degjardins & Lanctot for plaintiff.

Geoffrion, Rinfret, Dorion & Laviolette for de-
fendants.

PERSONAL INJURIES.
{Continued from p. 181.]

Legs have often been considered by juries
and judges. We will submit to our readers the
values at which these nether limbs have been
held in England, New York, Massachusetis



